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Introduction

Citizens and the development community have expressed support for the protection and
enhancement of the city’s natural resources. The effort by the development industry toward
mitigating development impacts on natural resources is recognized as a critical contribution to
the protection of these resources. However, despite these efforts, increased development
pressure has resulted in continuing degradation of the city’s natural resources.

In the City of Rockville, protecting and improving the water quality and ecological health of the
city’s streams and wetlands is a major planning goal. This goal is particularly important because
the city is part of the Chesapeake Bay Watershed. Preservation and cleanup of the Bay are a
major priority of the City and State of Maryland. Protecting and enhancing the urban forest and
the City’s award-winning park system are also of major importance to Rockville citizens.

Decreased native vegetative cover, increased stormwater flows and flooding, accelerated land
surface and stream channel erosion, and increased sediment deposition constitute some of the
major interrelated negative effects on the environment that can occur during and after
development. Erosion and sedimentation exist at natural background levels in the absence of
human activities. However, excess erosion and sedimentation create problems for streams and
their watersheds as human activities modify the natural landscape. Of special concern is the
disturbance of steep slopes, especially those in close proximity to streams or drainage courses,
and the disturbance of natural stream channels, floodplains, and wetlands. The alteration of
these areas exacerbates watershed erosion/sedimentation and contributes to degraded water
quality and the many problems associated with excessive flow of water during and after storm
events.

The negative effects of unmitigated development noted above are directly related to increases in
land surface imperviousness and decreases in forest cover. Increases in imperviousness can have
significant effects on the city’s stream systems through the reduction of the natural ground
absorption (infiltration) of stormwater and significant increases in levels of overland flow. These
alterations to natural infiltration and overland flow processes result in increases in the velocity,
volume, and peak discharge of stormwater entering our streams. The lag-time between the onset
of rain events and peak stormwater discharge is decreased as storm flow is concentrated and
rapidly transported to streams via impervious surfaces and storm drains. The effects of these
alterations on streams can include enlargement of the channel cross-section, increased water



temperature, and impairment of water quality and stream habitat. In addition, the decrease in
infiltration of stormwater results in decreased groundwater recharge and decreased stream base
flow levels that, in turn, can increase stream temperature and reduce available in-stream habitats.
Significant impacts to riparian (see Glossary) habitats, including wetlands, result from the
extreme variation in water levels caused by increased peak discharges and velocities.

Impervious surfaces

also transport sediment and other pollutants, such as heavy metals, petroleum products, and salts
associated with roadways, to city streams. Increased sediment and pollutant loads impair water
quality, stream habitats, and aquatic life.

The City addresses these environmental concerns through legislation regulating specific
environmental elements such as stormwater management (SWM), sediment control, floodplain,
and forest conservation, and through its regional SWM program, which is designated to protect
and restore streams and water quality through the comprehensive management of existing and
new stormwater runoff.

The City also utilizes its development review process to address environmental concerns and
apply environmental standards generally accepted in surrounding jurisdictions. However,
practical experience and the City’s strong commitment to environmental protection require that
the development review process, as a mechanism of addressing environmental issues, be
strengthened by compiling guidelines that address the City’s specific environmental concerns,
ensuring a more comprehensive program for watershed and other natural resource protection,
and establishing a consistent level of environmental protection through adherence to
performance standards.

These guidelines for development are based on the following goals and principles of parkland
and comprehensive watershed management and protection:

e Recognition of the adverse impacts created by development and the incorporation of
mitigation techniques to address them.

e Protection of stream valleys, wetlands, and floodplains.
e Minimization of increases in watershed imperviousness.

e Improvement of the degraded nature of many of the city’s existing streams through various
stream channel improvement techniques.

e Protection of the ecological significance and functions of headwater areas.



e Recognition of the need for long-term baseline stream monitoring to understand and protect
the city’s stream systems and to facilitate the monitoring of development impacts.

e Protection of both upland and riparian forest resources.

e Consideration of cumulative impacts.

e Recognition of greenways, contiguous forest and open space corridors as important avenues
for the movement of wildlife, and the consideration of wildlife problems that are created as a
result of urbanization.

¢ Recognition of the need to identify all natural resources on a development site.

e Documentation of important cultural, historic, and archeological resources, and identification
of views and vistas for preservation and enhancement.

e Ensurance that citizens will continue to enjoy their City parks by promoting compatible
adjacent land uses.

e Creation of buffer zones between City parks and adjacent land uses as necessary and
appropriate.

These Guidelines attempt to address the problems and opportunities encountered in parkland and
watershed development and to identify management strategies designed to minimize adverse
impacts. Among these management strategies are:

e Limiting impervious surfaces by maintaining wetlands, floodplains, ponds, seeps, springs,
etc., in their natural condition and promoting environmentally-sensitive design of buildings,
parking facilities, roadways, etc.

e Establishing protected slope areas that address slope gradient, soil erodibility, and proximity
to stream channels.

e Using stream buffers.
e Establishing and preserving healthy forest and tree cover for the purpose of maintaining water

quality, preserving wildlife habitat, preventing erosion, mitigating air pollution, controlling
stream temperature, and enhancing community amenities in an urban environment.



e Controlling erosion and sediment in conjunction with land disturbing activities.

e Providing SWM devices, storm drainage systems, and other structural facilities in a manner
that respects the integrity and does not impair the natural equilibrium of stream systems.

e Incorporating effective Best Management Practices (BMPs) into land disturbance activities.
e Using vegetative buffers between parks and adjacent land uses.

The City of Rockville’s Environmental Guidelines are based on Montgomery County’s
Guidelines and the City of Gaithersburg’s Environmental Standards; however, there are two
major differences, as follows:

e Park Buffers =~ — The City requires buffers for all new construction adjacent to City-owned
parkland. (See Table 3 on page 27.)

e Stream Buffers — Buffers for each side of all streams must be 125, 150, or 175 feet. (See
Table 1 on page 14.)



Purpose

The purpose of these Guidelines is to establish a comprehensive and cohesive method to protect
the city’s existing natural resources during and after the development process. These Guidelines
serve this purpose by providing for the identification of existing natural resources and presenting
various environmental management strategies and criteria to govern development within the City
of Rockville.

These Guidelines are intended to ensure that throughout the development process, adequate
consideration is given to the environmental principles and strategies identified herein, as well as
the following environmental management objectives:

e Maintenance of biologically viable and diverse streams and wetlands.

e Protection and restoration of stream water quality.

e Reduction in flood potential.

e Protection of water supply reservoirs against sedimentation and eutrophication.

e Conservation of forest and trees.

e Protection of steep slopes.

e Preservation/protection of wildlife habitat, wildlife corridors, and exemplary communities,
such as rare, threatened, and endangered species.

e Protection against development hazards on areas prone to flooding, soil instability, etc.
e Provision of visual amenities and areas for recreation and outdoor education activities.
e Promotion of compatibility between parks and adjacent land uses.

e Protection of the Chesapeake Bay.



These Guidelines are intended to aid in the implementation of existing Federal, State, and local
laws and regulations regulating sediment control, SWM, dam breach/danger reach, floodplains,
wetlands, and forest conservation. These Guidelines are designed to help coordinate reviews of
environmental site development issues that have impact on, and are impacted by, land use
decisions, and to promote interdepartmental and interagency cooperation in the review of
development proposals at the earliest possible planning stage.

These Guidelines recognize that environmental and other community interests may sometimes
conflict. Insuch cases, these Guidelines allow the balancing of benefits and detriments to the
environment with other community concerns to determine how the standards and requirements
contained herein shall be applied. One example is the implementation of the City’s regional
SWM program, which seeks to improve water quality and/or slow downstream erosion by
capturing untreated stormwater runoff from large drainage areas through carefully located public
SWM facilities. Typically, regional facilities are located within stream valley buffers to
maximize their effectiveness. When such location is necessary, the precise placement and design
of the facility shall seek to minimize the impact on other natural resources.



Administration

These Guidelines will be applied during the earliest formal review in the land development
process and shall be administered by City staff and development approval authorities, such as
the Board of Appeals, the Planning Commission, and, in limited circumstances, the Mayor and
Council, in conjunction with their review and approval of permit applications and development
plans. These Guidelines allow for flexibility to best achieve environmental and other planning
objectives on a site-by-site basis.

These environmental guidelines are intended to set forth certain City policies and planning
objectives, and to identify, for developers and citizens alike, environmental development
standards and guides. They are intended, however, to be administered in concert with other
planning goals. Examples of other factors that shall be taken into consideration are:
infrastructure requirements; open space objectives for public parks and forest conservation; and
prior commitments to landowners, neighborhoods and individual citizens, among others.
Particular flexibility may be necessary where the Guidelines are applied to small lots and/or re-
development proposals. When flexibility in a particular application of the Environmental
Guidelines is requested, the developer will be expected to include a mitigating or offsetting
component within the overall development proposal. In other words, give and take will be
expected.

Although these Guidelines identify specific acceptable strategies and techniques to protect
natural resources and environmentally-sensitive areas from the adverse effects of construction
activities and development, they are not intended to preclude innovation and consideration of
technological advances in the development field. Developers are encouraged to propose proven
alternative techniques and strategies that enhance development and environmental compatibility
and achieve the same purposes and goals identified in these Guidelines.

Deviations from these Guidelines may be allowed when it can be satisfactorily demonstrated that
strict compliance would unreasonably impact development of the site or undermine other
environmental or planning considerations, provided that it can be demonstrated that safety, City
road standards, storm drainage, SWM, erosion and sediment control, forest conservation, stream
protection, park buffers, engineering, design, and planning issues can be satisfactorily addressed.
Deviations from these Guidelines may be allowed where strict compliance would conflict with
infrastructure or other development components specifically authorized by an approved Concept



Plan Application or Exploratory Application. Where feasible, mitigation techniques and
strategies, as approved by the City, shall be used to minimize the impact of any deviation from
these Guidelines.

These Guidelines shall not be applied to any development or portion of a development that is
covered by an approved Use Permit or an approved Detailed Application, unless modifications to
the Use Permit or Detailed Application are proposed by the applicant. For pending development
proposals that have not received Use Permit approval or Detailed Application approval, these
Guidelines may be applied in a flexible manner to minimize substantial modification to portions
of the development proposal that have previously been approved.

FOR MORE INFORMATION

To obtain information/guidance on the following guidelines, please contact the City of Rockville
offices listed below.

Guideline Office Telephone Number
Danger Reach/Dam Break Analysis Civil Engineer 240-314-8500
Forest and Tree Preservation Ordinance Assistant City Forester 240-314-8700
General Information Community Planning and 240-314-8200
Development Services
Park Buffers Assistant City Forester 240-314-8700
Stream Quality Environmental Specialist 240-314-8200
Stormwater Management Civil Engineer 240-314-8500
Wetlands Environmental Specialist 240-314-8200



Natural Resources Inventory

The purpose of the Natural Resources Inventory (NRI) is to provide environmental information
early in the concept phase of the development process in order to allow for more
environmentally sensitive design. The NRI must be submitted before any specific development
proposal is reviewed by staff. The NRI must be approved by staff before any application is made
for a development-related permit or approval. A NRI shall accompany any petition for
annexation.

The developer shall gather environmental information by conducting a NRI of the development
site. The NRI is a complete analysis of existing natural, cultural, historic, and archeological
resources and must contain specific information covering the development site and the first
100 feet of adjoining land or the width of the adjacent lot, whichever is less. (See Figure 1.)
Information pertaining to streams and drainage courses on or within 200 feet of the property
must also be provided. The applicant shall make a good faith effort to get permission from
adjacent property owners to perform a site inspection.

The NRI shall include the following information, as detailed below:

Forest and Trees - Forest Stand Delineation (FSD)

Forest Preserves and Greenways

Streams and Floodplains

Stream Buffers

Wetlands

Stream Quality

Danger Reach/Dam Break Analysis

Topography

Unsafe and Unsuitable Lands (Soils)

Threatened and Endangered Species and Species in Need of Conservation
Existing Wildlife

Cultural, Historic, and Archeological Resources

Noise and Light Pollution

Significant Views and Vistas

Park Buffers

Public Utilities, Property Lines, Existing Buildings, and/or Transportation Rights-of-Way

POZZICrAS—IOMMUO®mY



All NRI/FSD maps will be in a scale of one inch equals 50 feet. For sites with an overall area of

greater than 30 acres, the NRI/FSD will also include a cover sheet showing the complete site on
a scale of one inch equals 200 feet.

Note: The City, at its discretion, may determine that other significant site conditions exist that
should be included on the NRI.



Figure 1

Natural Resources Inventory
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A. FOREST AND TREES - FOREST STAND DELINEATION
A FSD, in accordance with the requirements of Chapter 10.5 of the Rockville City Code,
entitled “Forest and Tree Preservation Ordinance,” shall be shown on the NRI map.

Natural forest and tree cover from recent aerial photos shall be shown on the NRI map as a
circumferential line around all forest and tree stands, which includes the outer perimeter of
the branches of the individual trees. Aerial photographs are available at City Hall. More
recent aerial photographs (no older than five years) may be required and will be the
responsibility of the developer.

A detailed delineation of forest and trees within these boundaries must also be provided.
The requirements and methodology for this delineation are contained in the State Forest
Conservation Manual and the City Tree Manual, adopted as part of Chapter 10.5 of the
Rockville City Code, entitled “Forest and Tree Preservation Ordinance” (FTPO).

B. FOREST PRESERVES AND GREENWAYS
Greenways are a network of linear open space/green space with vegetative cover that may
include parkland, stream valleys, rights-of-way, forested cover, or grasslands. The purpose
of a greenway is to provide a connective corridor of natural resources through an urban area.

The Mayor and Council have established forest preserves which are included within
designated City parks, open parcels of land, and wooded areas for the promotion of
environmental and wildlife preservation and education. (See Appendix A.) These
designated forest preserves must be identified on the NRI map.

C. STREAMS AND FLOODPLAINS
All streams, ponds, and/or drainage courses located on or within 200 feet of the subject
property must be shown, including the off-site drainage areas for all streams entering the
subject property. City of Rockville topographic maps at a scale of one inch equals 200 feet
and the applicant’s field topography, as confirmed by field observations, will be used to
determine whether or not streams and/or drainage courses are present. Streams shall be
classified as either intermittent or perennial (see Glossary) and shall show the current
Maryland Department of Environment (MDE) use classification. Ephemeral streams (see
Glossary) will be required to be shown on the NRI when they are associated with wetlands,
steep slopes, and highly erodible soils.

Floodplains for drainage areas of more than 30 acres must be shown on the NRI by
topographic delineation (with a 25-foot Building Restriction Line [BRL]). The Department
of Public Works (DPW) may, on a case-by-case basis, require a drainage study that includes



delineation of flowpath and floodplain for drainage areas less than 30 acres. City
topographic maps at a scale of one inch equals 200 feet may be used to determine the
drainage areas. The most recent and accurate 100-year ultimate floodplain delineation
approved by the City of Rockville shall be shown on the NRI maps.

Floodplain information may be obtained from the following sources: previously approved
engineers’ studies, City of Rockville watershed studies, Federal Emergency Management
Agency (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Maps, and Flood Boundary Map. For streams that
have no previously approved floodplain delineation, the applicant shall submit a 100-year
ultimate floodplain study with the NRI/FSD submittal. (See Appendix B.) Floodplains
based on the unapproved study or on FEMA information are considered approximate and
are subject to modification. Federal Emergency Management Agency-based floodplains
must be updated at the engineering permitting stage with a current ultimate floodplain study
submitted by the applicant. All floodplain studies must be approved by DPW. Developers
are encouraged to check with DPW prior to preparing the NRI.

Cross Reference: Floodplain Ordinance, Chapter 10 of the Rockville City Code

. STREAM BUFFERS

Stream buffers shall be shown on the NRI, in accordance with Table 1, for all streams,
including wetlands, seeps and springs, and the 100-year floodplain.



Table 1

Minimum Stream Buffer Widths*
In Feet from the Stream Bank

Percent of Slope All Streams
0to<15 125
15to <25 150
25 and Greater 175

* Stream buffer widths may be greater if floodplains, wetlands,
or steep slopes extend beyond
the buffer line.

The percent slope range for use with this table will be determined by taking representative
200-foot cross sections on both sides of the stream, drawn perpendicular to the direction of flow,
and measuring the gradient of slope in the steepest 100-foot horizontal run. The stream buffer
shall be measured from the top of the bank and shall include steep slopes as defined below in the
Section on Topography, 100-year floodplains, wetlands, and seeps and springs. This procedure
is illustrated in Figure 2. For hypothetical examples of stream buffer delineation, see Figure 3.

Mitigation options for buffers are found on Page 33, C.2. (Buffer Mitigation Options).

Note: See Appendix C for additional information on quality urban stream buffers.



Figure 2
Stream Buffer Determination Using Steep Slopes

Cross Section

Maximum Slope

Percent Slope

Recommended
Stream Buffer Width
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the top of the

Number (steepest 100 feet) Range bank in feet)
Right Bank
(looking downstream)
1 7% 0-15 125
2 7% 0-15 125
3 26% >25 175
Left Bank
(looking downstream)
4 35% >25 175
5 27% >25 175
6 15% 15-25 150
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Stream Buffer

200" Cross Section and Secton Number
Not to Scale
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Figure 3

Hypothetical Subdivisions with Stream Buffer
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E. WETLANDS

All wetlands, as defined herein (see Glossary), including non-jurisdictional wetlands such as
prior converted cropland, must be shown on the NRI map as a wetland. The City
recommends protection of wetlands that do not fall under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers (U.S. ACOE) or MDE due to their potential natural resource value
and/or their potential functional value through restoration. These sites can assist in
offsetting the unavoidable impacts associated with development elsewhere in the city and
the county. A wetland assessment, including data sheets, performed by a qualified
individual (as required by U.S. ACOE), must be submitted with the NRI. The results of the
assessment should be either a line denoting the edge of wetlands on the NRI map, or a note
stating that no wetlands exist on the site. The name and address of the individual who
conducted the wetland assessment must be shown on the map.

Wetland buffers will be incorporated into the stream buffer, as described in the Stream
Buffer section. A minimum 25-foot buffer shall be around all wetlands, with expansion up
to 100 feet where adjacent areas contain steep slopes or highly erodible soils. A larger, 40-
foot minimum buffer is required for wetlands on first and second order streams. (See Figure
4 for stream order determination.)

Table 2 shows the recommended wetland buffer widths. (See Figure 5 for illustration of
wetland and stream buffers.)

F. STREAM QUALITY AND ASSESSMENT
The City has three watersheds located within its boundaries: Cabin John, Rock Creek, and
Watts Branch (the watershed map in Appendix D shows the approximate boundaries of the
three watersheds). The NRI must identify the stream and show any watershed
improvements proposed by the City for the site. The City may require the developer to
prepare a stream assessment using a City-approved technique. Contact DPW for current
stream quality information. Monitoring of SWM BMPs is not intended to be an
enforcement tool for previous development. Rather, it is intended to evaluate effectiveness
to improve future SWM techniques.

The City’s goal is to use the information obtained from stream monitoring as a tool to
evaluate how development and its mitigating factors, such as BMPs, affect the stream. The
assessment technique will evaluate the existing condition, construction impacts, and the
value and effectiveness of SWM BMPs.



The information acquired by the City will be used to assess the following:

1. Existing Condition
The results of the stream assessment will determine the parameters of the stream prior to
construction and development.

2. Construction Impacts
During construction, if it is determined that the sediment control measures are not
removing the sediment and mitigating construction impacts effectively, the City will
require additional sediment control measures, as provided in the City’s sediment Control
Ordinance and Regulations.

3. Value and Effectiveness of BMPs
The stream assessment will continue after development to provide information on the
conditions, once the BMPs have been installed. The results of this information will
allow the City to evaluate the type of BMP and its potential use in the future more
effectively. If it is determined that the BMP is not providing the anticipated control, the
developer will not be required to remove nor replace the existing BMP.

Evaluating streams is not an exact science because of the many external forces that can
affect the streams. The City has drafted these Environmental Guidelines to allow for the
flexibility in determining a stream assessment technique that may change as new methods of
testing and evaluation are developed.

All partial and complete fish barriers shall be identified on the NRI. Partial barriers are any
obstruction which would likely prohibit or impede normal upstream-downstream fish
movements during certain times of the year (e.g., low summer base flow conditions which
could create unacceptably shallow depths of low flow through a box culvert). Complete
barriers are obstructions that totally prevent the normal movement of fish at all times of the
year (e.g., a perched culvert, which creates a vertical drop).



Figure 4

Stream Order Determination
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Fourth order is the main stream. Each subsequent lesser order is the result of a branch in the stream to smaller
tributaries.

Note:

Stream order determination will be based on one (1) inch to 200 feet City topographical maps and field
verification.
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Table 2

Buffers for Wetlands, Springs and Seeps

Wetlands
with Wetlands with
Steep Erodible
Stream Order * Slopes ** Soils *** Other Wetlands
All Streams - 40-100' 40-100' 40'

First & Second
Order Streams

All Streams - 25-100 25-100" 25'
Third & Higher
Order Streams

* See definition of stream order in Figure 4.

** Buffer for wetlands adjacent to steep slopes will be expanded to include the steep slopes up to
100-foot maximum. Steep slopes are defined as 25 percent or greater on the steepest 50 feet
within the 100 feet adjacent to the wetland.

*** Buffer for wetlands adjacent to erodible soils will be expanded to include the erodible soils up to
100-foot maximum. Erodible soils are those soils classified as having a severe hazard of erosion
in the soil profile descriptions of the most recent Soil Survey of Montgomery County (July 1995),
published by the Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS), formerly Soil Conservation
Service. (See Appendix E.)




Figure 5

Illustration of Stream Buffers with Wetlands and Floodplain
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G. DANGER REACH/DAM BREAK ANALYSIS
In order to have information necessary to protect proposed developments against dam
failures from existing dams, the NRI shall include a dam breach analysis for all existing
dams located within one mile upstream of the proposed development. (In some cases, the
City may require a dam breach analysis of existing downstream dams if it is believed that its
impact will affect upstream properties.) The analysis must show the danger reach (area
inundated by the dam break flood), footprints of existing structures, and spot danger reach
water surface evaluations. The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission
(M-NCPPC) has maps showing the danger reaches for Lake Needwood and Lake Frank.

For proposed ponds, danger reach/dam break information, as described in this section, must
be submitted with the SWM concept plan.

This information will be subject to verification by DPW, which may consult with the

Montgomery Soil Conservation District regarding the technical aspects of the analysis.
Additional information that also may be required by DPW includes, but is not limited to:

e Information on the dam itself, including storage volume and the hazard classification.
e Dam break analysis using HEC-1, DAMBRK, TR-66, or other appropriate models.
¢ Flowpath/channel to carry such a flood (including any proposed easements).

H. TOPOGRAPHY
All slopes greater than 15 percent must be shown on the NRI map. A slope that has a
gradient equal to or greater than 25 percent will be considered steep and must be highlighted
on the inventory map.

“Percent slope” is defined as vertical rise in feet divided by horizontal run in the steepest
100-foot segment multiplied by 100 percent.

Vertical Percent
Rise Slope

Horizontal Run

Percent Slope = vertical rise X 100%
horizontal run is the steepest 100-foot segment




Slopes are classified as being either (1) near a stream or hydraulically adjacent, or

(2) hydraulically remote. The terms "near stream" and “hydraulically adjacent” generally
refer to the area lying within 200 feet of a stream’s bank, which is considered to be the most
environmentally-sensitive or critical portion of the stream valley. If the stream buffer, as
determined by the steepest 100-foot section within the hydraulically adjacent area (Table 1),
encompasses the toe of a steep slope, the buffer will be expanded beyond the width in
Table 1 to include the entire slope. A hydraulically-remote area lies outside the stream
buffer. For hypothetical examples of stream buffer delineation, see Figure 3.

UNSAFE AND UNSUITABLE LANDS (Soils)

Environmentally-sensitive site design depends on knowledge of the nature and degree of
constraints and opportunities offered by a given site. Identification of unsafe or unsuitable
land is an integral part of this analysis, both from the standpoint of providing safe and
habitable buildings and for providing protection and conservation of natural resources such
as streams, wetlands, floodplains, forests, and trees. The primary reasons for classifying
land as unsafe or unsuitable for development are problems with soils/geology, topographic
constraints, and surface and subsurface water hazards.

Therefore, soil boundaries must be identified on the NRI map. In addition, development
limitations must be provided either in a separate report or as a note on the plan drawing.
Severely limited areas must be highlighted on the plan drawing. Soils with severe
limitations for development are those that have one or more of the following characteristics,
as identified in the most recent version of the Soil Survey of Montgomery County, Maryland,
prepared by the United States Department of Agriculture NRCS:

Seasonal high water table
Subject to flood hazard

Poor drainage

Wetland/hydric soil conditions
High shrink/swell potential
Shallow depth to bedrock
Excessive slopes

High susceptibility to erosion

One of the most common of these characteristics is highly erodible soils. Highly erodible
soils are those listed in the highly erodible lands report and can be referenced in the most
recent Soil Survey of Montgomery County, Maryland. (See Appendix E for a complete list
of highly erodible soil types.)



Where deemed appropriate by City staff, a geotechnical report prepared by a professional
engineer/geologist may be required. If the NRI identifies a highly erodible soil or soils with
severe building limitations and development is proposed on the soil, a geotechnical report
will be required at the time the preliminary development plan is submitted. The report shall
provide more detail of soil and geologic characteristics in order to determine whether soils
can support the proposed development using suitable engineering measures. These
engineering measures would remediate the poor soil conditions.

THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPECIES AND SPECIES IN

NEED OF CONSERVATION

The habitat location of flora and fauna that are designated as rare, threatened, endangered, in
need of conservation, and watch list species, as determined and designated by the Maryland
Natural Heritage Program, Department of Natural Resources (DNR), must be documented.
To determine if a property contains any significant species, send a vicinity map with a letter
requesting identification of significant species to the DNR Natural Heritage Program. The
current 1999 address is: DNR National Heritage Program, Tawes State Office Building,
580 Taylor Avenue, E-1, Annapolis, Maryland 21401. The DNR will check its database for
known occurrences of significant species and will send a response letter that can be
submitted with the NRI map.

The City’s staff will work with DNR to identify appropriate buffering measures that help
protect known populations of such species and/or their sensitive habitat areas.

The City’s Recreation and Parks Department, M-NCPPC Department of Parks, and DNR
should be consulted when parkland is adjacent to a site, to determine the location of any
special habitat areas within parks that may require special buffering and/or protection
measures.

. EXISTING WILDLIFE

A general description of existing wildlife, seen or known to exist on the subject site, is
required as a note on the inventory map. Existing and potential wildlife management
problems, such as displacement, residential interactions, road crossings, and wildlife
corridors related to the proposed development must be addressed in the notes. Wildlife
passage, corridor and habitat areas on large parcels shall be identified by a wildlife biologist.

CULTURAL, HISTORIC, AND ARCHEOLOGICAL RESOURCES
All cultural, historic and archeological resources found on the site or identified on the City’s
cultural resource inventory, as updated, must be identified on the NRI map. The sites of



historical and cultural resources, as designated by the Maryland Historical Trust (MHT), the
City’s Historic District Commission (HDC), and the Cultural Arts Commission must be
documented.

The existence of significant cultural, historic, or archeological resources on a site should be
determined at a pre-submission meeting with City Preservation staff. As a general guide,
any structure older than 50 years of age or possessing architectural significance, or a site
associated with a person or event of importance to local, state, or national history or
development, should be examined to determine significance. Examples include: dwellings,
outbuildings, trees, cemeteries, neolithic and archaic Indian sites, monuments, markers,
boundary posts, toll roads, fords, mills, slave quarters, wells, graves, etc.

All cultural, historic, and archeological resources identified as potentially significant in the
pre-submission meeting or identified in the City’s Adopted “Historic Resources
Management Plan” must be identified on the NRI map. Sites should be documented on
standard Historic Sites Inventory Forms provided by MHT and commonly referred to as a
“MHT Form” for evaluation by HDC, Cultural Arts Commission, and MHT.

. NOISE AND LIGHT POLLUTION

Existing and adjacent sources of noise and/or light pollution that may affect the subject site
must be identified on the NRI map. These sources may include, but are not limited to the
following:

Highways

Industrial and commercial development
Gun clubs

Transportation facilities

Mass transitways

Recreational facilities

SIGNIFICANT VIEWS AND VISTAS

The NRI shall identify views and vistas, such as geological features (forest, rolling hill,
etc.), parkland, and views associated with sites of historical, educational, cultural,
recreational, or scenic significance. Restrictions may be applied to development proposals
that alter views and vistas, which are determined to be significant. Final decision authority
on such determination will rest with the City’s Planning Commission.



O. PUBLIC UTILITIES, PROPERTY LINES, EXISTING BUILDINGS,

AND/OR TRANSPORTATION RIGHTS-OF-WAY

The NRI shall delineate existing or master planned utility rights-of-way and dedicated, or to
be dedicated, transportation rights-of-way for transit, roadways, bikeways, and walkways.
In addition, all property lines, utility lines, and existing buildings and structures will be
included in the NRI.

P. PARK BUFFERS
Park buffers (see Glossary), shown in Table 3, are required from adjacent proposed
development. Park buffers are measured from the property line. The maximum buffer on
private property is 100 feet, but may be reduced to 20 feet for small properties, or where the
intent is achieved by virtue of setbacks within the park, or by features that provide the
intended separation, or where the park is designed to be integrated into proposed develop-
ment. Wider buffers are required, up to the 100-foot maximum, where it is necessary to
maximize separation between active park areas, such as ballfields and new development.



Table 3

City Park Buffers
Buffer Area Park Area Adjacent to Proposed Development
(feet)
20’ Undeveloped or Proposed Active Recreation Areas in Parks
100’ Existing Active Recreation Areas in Parks

Buffers for Undeveloped (Passive Parks)

When non-residential development occurs adjacent to a public park that is undeveloped or
passive, a park buffer or no-build zone, 20 feet in width, shall be established. Construction of
buildings, parking lots, and other impervious surfaces shall not be allowed in the park buffer.
Exceptions may be made for necessary road crossings, public utilities, and hiker/biker trails.

Where park buffers are established, setbacks required by the zoning ordinance will remain in
effect, and will be measured from the property line. The no-build restrictions in the park buffer
area will be enforced in addition to the restrictions created by the setback requirements. If the
required setback is contained within the park buffer, no additional setback is required.

Buffers for Existing Active Recreation Areas in Parks

A minimum 20-foot, no-build buffer zone next to active parks also shall be required. The 100-
foot buffer area requirement is intended primarily to create a safety zone between adjacent
development (all types of land uses) and active park areas, such as ballfields, golf courses, etc.

Construction of buildings, parking lots, sheds, residential appurtenances such as swing sets,
and/or impervious surfaces shall not be allowed in the (active) park buffer. Where the City
develops an active recreation area in a public park adjacent to existing development, it shall take
responsibility for establishing the required minimum buffer area or safety zone. The 100-foot
buffer is not necessarily measured from the park boundary, but from the edge of the active area
within the park.



Park buffers may be required to be forested, landscaped with shrubs and grass, or contain berms
or fences, appropriate for the specific location. The buffers, with appropriate conservation
easements, may be included in the common open space for a subdivision or may be deeded to the
City. Once a buffer is established, the setbacks for adjacent properties are based on the zoning
ordinance standards for the zone. If the required setback is contained within the park buffer, no
additional setback is required.

A street adjacent to a park/recreation area may be considered in a buffer calculation if a natural
separation does not exist or cannot be created.



Guidelines for Development

The following guidelines will be applied to protect sensitive environmental features on
development sites, as identified by the NRI.

A.

FOREST AND TREE CONSERVATION

The requirements for forest and tree conservation are contained in Chapter 10.5 of the
Rockville City Code. A FSD must be included in the NRI. A Forest Conservation Plan
(FCP) is required as part of any development plan. Criteria for determining priority areas
and details for submission of FCPs are included in the most recent version of the City and
State technical manuals.

FOREST PRESERVES AND GREENWAYS

These areas must be shown on the NRI. They will be reviewed by the Recreation and Parks
Department staff. Expanded buffers, easement requirements, or reduced clearing and
grading allowances may be required adjacent to these areas. Planning and development
should consider opportunities for greenways. (See definition on Page 12.) The Mayor and
Council have, by resolution, designated eight forest preserves within the City of Rockville.
(See Appendix A.)

STREAM VALLEY PROTECTION

The following guidelines address stream buffers (including hydraulically-adjacent slopes,
hydraulically-remote slopes, and approved clearing and grading within these areas or that
affect these areas). They are designed to provide greater protection, through use of stream
buffers, for the more environmentally-sensitive areas.

1. Guidelines for Stream Buffers
a. Streams, ponds, natural surface springs, and seeps shall be maintained in a natural
condition so that the existing hydraulic regimen and water quality standards can be

maintained.

b. Except as provided below, no buildings, structures, impervious surfaces, or activities
requiring clearing or grading will be permitted in stream buffers.



c. Sediment and erosion control facilities are allowed as a temporary use in unforested
areas of the stream buffer when DPW finds that performance of the overall site
sediment control system will be improved measurably by placement of a facility at
that location. At a minimum, grading must be at least 25 feet from the stream bank,
outside wetlands and their buffer, and outside forest and associated critical root zone
areas, except as authorized by an approved FCP.

d. Private SWM facilities are generally discouraged within stream buffers, since, as a
general rule, location of this permanent use within the buffer does not allow
maximized accomplishment of all environmental management objectives for the
stream buffer. However, maximum long-term effectiveness of SWM facilities are
also an important objective of an overall stream protection strategy, and must be
considered together with the buffer objectives in making decisions. As a general
rule, minimized buffer intrusions are allowed for construction of suitable SWM
facilities or nonerosive storm drain outfalls, and unavoidable and consolidated
sanitary sewer connections.

A private SWM facility may be allowed within the stream buffer area on a case-by-
case basis. The following factors will be considered in evaluating which private
facilities or other private BMPs may be appropriate in the buffer:

(1) Documented and measurable improvement in the effectiveness of the SWM
control system.

(2) Minimized encroachment into the buffer.

(3) Avoidance of existing sensitive areas (forests, wetlands and their buffers,
floodplain, steep slopes, and habitat for rare, threatened, and endangered species
with their associated protection buffers).

(4) Consistency of the SWM facility or BMP design with the preferred use of the
buffer (e.g., preservation of existing forest and natural vegetation within part or
all of the floodplain, naturally contoured and vegetated infiltration areas or filter
strips, etc.) The use of ponds or wetland BMPs should be restricted to the
following:*
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(5)

(6)

(7)

(8)

(@) amaximum contributing area of 100 acres, and/or
(b) the first 500 feet of perennial stream channel, and/or

(c) clearing of the stream side buffer zone only for the outflow channel (if the
pond is discharging from the middle zone into the stream), and/or

(d) off-line locations within the middle or outer zone of the buffer, and/or
(e) use ponds only to manage stormwater quantity within the buffer.

Excessive grading caused by an uphill SWM location and/or the reduction of
numerous smaller, less-efficient structures outside the buffer.

Existence of severely degraded conditions within the buffer area that could not
be improved if the SWM facility is outside the buffer area.

Presence of man-made structures (e.g., farm ponds) in the buffer area under pre-
development conditions that can be converted to SWM use without excessive
stream disturbance.

Ability to provide full or partial mitigation for the loss of buffer function from
the disturbance and permanent absence of forested areas. (See Buffer
Mitigation on page 33, C.2.)

City staff will evaluate SWM alternatives that provide effective SWM in a
manner closest to the preferred use of the buffer as a stable forested area. When
a SWM facility is allowed in the buffer, an area that is of comparable or greater
environmental benefit than that used for the SWM facility, and not otherwise
protected, may be required as a replacement buffer.

Clearing and grading for other purposes within the stream buffer (such as paving for
bikeways or other recreation amenities) may be allowed on a case-by-case basis, so
long as the encroachment is not inconsistent with a comprehensive approach to
protecting areas that are critical to preserving or enhancing streams, wetlands, and
their ecosystems. The developer shall provide rationale for stream buffer
encroachment, addressing, at a minimum, the factors below:



(1) Reasonable alternatives for avoidance of the buffer are not available.
(2) Encroachment into the buffer has been minimized.

(3) Existing sensitive areas have been avoided (forest, wetlands and their buffers,
floodplain, steep slopes, and habitat for rare, threatened, and endangered species
and their associated protection buffers).

(4) The proposed use is consistent with the preferred use of the buffer (e.g.,
pervious areas, such as tieouts to existing grades, slope stabilizing BMPs, etc.).

(5) The plan design provides compensation for the loss of buffer function. (See
Buffer Mitigation on page 33, C.2.)

Road and utility crossings will be permitted in the stream buffer when it is
satisfactorily demonstrated that such location is the best available option considering
all of the circumstances, and provided that every effort is made to locate road
alignment and/or utilities to create the least disturbance to existing vegetation, grade,
and wetlands. Fish passage barriers will not be permitted.

Where feasible, utility easements must be set back a minimum of 50 feet from all
stream banks or outside wetlands and their buffers, whichever provides more
protection. In-stream placement of sediment control devices, stream crossings, and
channel modifications must be avoided whenever possible. Multiple utility,
bikeway, and trail rights-of-way within the buffer should be consolidated to
minimize buffer disturbance. Reduced or overlapping right-of-way and utility
easements should be used where feasible.

Deposition or stockpiling of any material such as excavated rock, topsoil, stumps
and shrubs, grass clippings, and building material within the designated stream
buffer is strongly discouraged. Activities such as composting or topsoil stockpiling
that are necessary to restore an area within a utility easement or temporary sediment
control area, may be approved on a case-by-case basis when no other reasonable
alternative is available.

Stream buffers shall be delineated on all new record plats to ensure that the public
and subsequent property owners are informed of their existence.



2. Buffer Mitigation Options
When an encroachment on a standard stream buffer is proposed by a developer, the City
shall consider options for mitigating or offsetting the encroachment. Such options
include:

a. Buffer Averaging - Establishing additional stream buffer in another location within
the development to offset the proposed reduction or encroachment. The offsetting
buffer area must be environmentally comparable.

b. Enhanced Forest Retention or Reforestation - Establishing additional tree-save area
or reforestation area beyond the City’s legal requirements for forest conservation,
not necessarily within a stream buffer, to offset the proposed reduction or
encroachment.

c. Enhanced Retention of General Open Space - Establishing additional public open
space for park use to offset the proposed reduction or encroachment.

d. Bioengineering Practices - Enhancing the watershed protection system with
additional bioengineering as an offsetting environmental improvement.

e. Stream Channel Restoration - Provision of stream channel improvements as an
offsetting environmental improvement.

f. Installation of Additional SWM BMPs - Provision of additional SWM BMPs as an
offsetting environmental improvement.

3. Guidelines for Steep Slopes Outside the Stream Buffers (Hydraulically Remote)
To the extent possible, hydraulically remote steep slope areas should be incorporated
into the site's open space and/or remain undisturbed. However, development of these
areas may be approved on a case-by-case basis, where the developer can demonstrate
that safety, City road standards, storm drainage/SWM, erosion and sediment control,
engineering, tree preservation, soil stabilization, design, and planning issues are
satisfactorily addressed.

4. Guidelines for Approved Clearing and Grading in Stream Buffers and
Hydraulically Remote Slopes

a. All approved clearing and grading activities in stream buffers and hydraulically
remote slopes must adhere to the most recent Maryland State standards and
specifications for such activity. Furthermore, it is strongly recommended that
phased clearing and



grading be used whenever feasible. In watershed areas, phased clearing and grading
may be required for sediment control permit approval by DPW. Close coordination
shall be maintained with DPW and the Washington Suburban Sanitary Commission
(WSSC) to reduce potential additional disturbance from water and sewer line
construction. All disturbed areas should be revegetated as soon as possible, as
required by the Maryland Standards and Specifications for Sediment and Erosion
Control. Emphasis should be placed on reforestation of disturbed areas. In many
instances, disturbed areas may need replenishment of topsoil before successful
reforestation or revegetation can be implemented. Areas without suitable existing
vegetated buffers (e.g., cultivation) should be stabilized or seeded prior to grading
activity.

b. Stormwater management concept plans that address water quantity and quality must
be approved by DPW during the preliminary design phase. These plans should
incorporate effective BMPs and respect natural stream channels, existing aquatic
life, and stream habitat.

c. The location, design, and construction of new development and transportation
facilities will be carefully reviewed to avoid introduction of toxic materials into
stream systems.

d. Ininstances where a Master Plan or Citywide program identifies a need for water
quality or other monitoring, City staff may recommend stream monitoring to
evaluate impacts of development proposals on the environment. In instances where
stream
monitoring is a condition of development approval, the monitoring will be conducted
by the developer, with the guidance and oversight of City staff to assure efficient,
consistent, and comprehensive stream monitoring efforts. Recommended
monitoring protocols will follow the sampling procedures developed by the County
Biological Monitoring Work Group, as presented in the Montgomery County Water
Quality Monitoring Program Stream Monitoring Protocols, which is available from
Montgomery County Department of Environmental Protection (MCDEP).

D. WETLANDS AND FLOODPLAIN PROTECTION

1. Wetlands
It is the City’s goal to protect all wetlands within the city, regardless of State and
Federal exemptions. It is the goal of these Guidelines to attain no net overall loss in
nontidal
wetland acreage and function and to strive for a net resource gain in nontidal wetlands



over present conditions. In support of this goal, the following wetland guidelines, which
are based on the Maryland Nontidal Wetlands Protection Act, will be followed during
review of development plans:

a. Wetlands, as defined in these Guidelines (see Glossary), will be subject to the
restrictions and requirements set forth in the State (Code of Maryland Regulations
{COMAR} 08.05.04) and Federal Nontidal Wetlands Regulations (Sections 401 &
404 of the Clean Water Act). Exemptions in the State and Federal regulations are
not applicable within Rockville for these Guidelines. Protection and/or mitigation
requirements will be consistent with State and Federal regulations.

b. A minimum buffer width of 25 feet will be established around nontidal wetland
areas. A larger, 40-foot buffer will be established around wetlands associated with
first or second order streams. The buffer will be expanded up to 100 feet around
wetlands with adjacent areas containing steep slopes or highly erodible soils, as
described in Table 2. When a wetland buffer extends beyond the stream buffer that
would be required according to Table 1 of these Guidelines, the stream buffer will be
expanded to the wetland buffer line. (For example, see Figure 5.)

c. Development proposals that will impact wetlands will be evaluated under the
Federal and State wetland avoidance guidelines that are listed in order of preference
as follows:

(1) Avoiding the wetland impact altogether by not taking a certain action or parts of
an action.

(2) Minimizing impacts by limiting the degree or magnitude of the action and its
implementation.

(3) Rectifying the impacts by repairing, rehabilitating, or restoring the affected
environment.

(4) Reducing or eliminating the impact, over time, by preservation and maintenance
operations during the life of the action.

(5) Compensating for the impact by replacing or providing substitute resources or
environments.



d. Wetlands and their associated buffer areas must be maintained in their natural
condition, unless the proposed disturbance is unavoidable and no reasonable
alternative exists, such as:

(1) Road crossings, water and sewer lines, and storm drain outfalls.

(2) Stormwater management facilities, when it can be demonstrated that upland
areas are not feasible or would severely limit the performance/effectiveness of
the facility. (See C.1.d. on page 30.)

(3) Projects for wildlife and habitat enhancement.
(4) Wetland enhancement projects.

(5) Bikeways and trails, when it can be demonstrated that a desired and satisfactory
connection cannot be made otherwise.

e. Proposed alterations to areas designated as wetlands must be reviewed and approved
by the City and, where appropriate, by MDE, DNR, and U.S. ACOE prior to
commencement of any alteration activities. It is strongly recommended that
conceptual approval of alterations of wetlands of extraordinary quality or
environmental sensitivity be received from these agencies prior to development of a
site plan. Such wetlands include:

(1) Nontidal wetlands with threatened or endangered species or species in need of
protection.

(2) Nontidal wetlands of special State or City concern.

2. Floodplains
The following guidelines are based on existing State and City laws and regulations
which govern development activities in floodplains:

a. No building may be located within a horizontal distance of 25 feet BRL of the
100-year ultimate floodplain, unless DPW issues a variance or exemption as set forth
in Chapter 10, Article 111 of the Rockville City Code.

b. There may be no land-disturbing activity within the floodplain district, unless DPW
issues a floodplain variance or exemption as set forth in Chapter 10, Article I11 of
the Rockville City Code.



c. To ensure that the public and subsequent property owners are informed as to the
existence of a floodplain, floodplains shall be delineated on all new record plats with
reference elevations at critical locations. The metes and bounds description for the
more restrictive line, the floodplain boundary or stream buffer shall be provided on
the record plat. The description of the line shall reference both the stream buffer and
floodplain delineation.

d. When the floodplain extends beyond the stream buffer that would be required,
according to Table 1 herein, the stream buffer will be expanded to encompass the
floodplain. (For example, see Figure 5.)

E. STREAM QUALITY ENHANCEMENT
In cases where an existing stream on the site is degraded and experiencing erosion, bank
failure, undercutting of adjacent trees, or other problems related to the integrity of the
stream
channel, the City, on a case-by-case basis, may require the submission and approval of a
plan addressing bioengineering or stream stabilization to correct stream problems.

The City of Rockville will determine when stream restoration is required under the
following circumstances:

1. The City’s SWM ordinance and regulations require that all stormwater runoff be safely
conveyed. Therefore, in cases where the City allows uncontrolled runoff to enter a
stream, the City will determine what stream restoration is needed to safely convey this
runoff.

2. Stream restoration can be used as mitigation where buffer averaging or other
Environmental Guideline variances have been requested by the developer.

For small development sites that have a stream section requiring stabilization or other work,
the City will take into consideration, as appropriate, the relatively minor effect the
development has on the overall watershed.

F. DANGER REACH/DAM BREAK ANALYSIS
In order to ensure minimal risk to public well-being and property, it is the policy of the City
to prohibit any dwelling units within the area that might be inundated by the dam break
flood
(danger reach). In order to achieve this, the following techniques are employed where
appropriate:



3.

4.

Use of zoning options that require adequate open space for protection of the danger
reach.

Use of cluster development provisions in the zoning ordinance.
Encouragement of dedication/park acquisition/conservation easement.

Application of regulatory review policies to minimize flood risk.

To inform the public and subsequent property owners of the existence of a dam and its
potential to fail or breach, all danger reach areas shall be delineated on all new record plats,
with reference elevations at critical locations.

1.

. UNSAFE AND UNSUITABLE LAND PROTECTION

Soils with Severe Limitations

Development shall avoid areas of the site which contain soils with severe limitations. In
some cases, development may be prohibited or restricted in these areas as a condition of
approval. Restrictions may include the requirement for implementation of engineered
solutions, the use of BRLS, restriction of housing types (such as prohibiting basements),
and relocation or deletion of lots.

Required Geotechnical Report

When no other options exist and development on problem soils cannot be avoided, a
geotechnical report prepared by a certified geotechnical engineer will be required. This
report will describe the soil’s limitations and the engineering measures necessary to
protect against development hazards and impacts. Development may be allowed when
staff is convinced that suitable measures will mitigate the soil’s constraints over the long
term. Should unforeseen soil problems become evident during construction, a stop-work
order may be issued until the necessary geotechnical reports are submitted to the City
and suitable measures to mitigate the problems are determined and implemented.
Disclosure of geotechnical reports must be made to prospective homeowners in a
manner approved by the City.

. PROTECTION OF RARE, THREATENED AND ENDANGERED
SPECIES; SPECIES IN NEED OF CONSERVATION AND

WATCHLIST SPECIES
When a rare, threatened or endangered species, a species in need of conservation, or a
watchlist species, as designated by the Maryland DNR Forest, Wildlife and Heritage Service



(see Appendix F), or its habitat is identified at a site, development must be avoided in these
areas unless an alternate plan is approved by the State and/or the City. This may include
creating programs for the protection of the identified species or habitat. The developer
should consult with the Maryland DNR on any such alternate plan.

1. Endangered species are animals or plants whose survival is in immediate jeopardy due
to:

a. The present or threatened destruction, modification, or curtailment of their habitat or
range.

b. Overutilization for commercial, recreational, scientific, or educational purposes.
c. Disease or predation.

d. Inadequacy of existing regulatory mechanisms.

e. Other natural or man-made factors affecting their continued existence.

2. Threatened species are animals or plants that are present in small numbers and likely to
become endangered within the foreseeable future.

3. Rare species are animals or plants imperiled because of rarity (typically six to 20
estimated occurrences or few remaining individuals or acres in the area), or because
some factors make them vulnerable to becoming extinct.

EXISTING WILDLIFE

Where development is expected to impact wildlife or its habitats on a site, wildlife
management recommendations shall be incorporated into the site development proposal as a
wildlife management report or plan. These management recommendations should address:

1. Human-wildlife interactions.

2. Edge to Area Ratio proposed by the development plan (see Glossary).

3. Wildlife passage, corridor and habitat impacts shall be minimized with preservation and
protection as the goal. Large parcel areas shall be reviewed by a wildlife biologist and

least impact recommendations shall be incorporated.

4. Linkage of isolated wildlife habitat areas.



5. Landscape design and natural resource management practices. These should address
wildlife problems and provide habitat enhancement, if appropriate.

6. Compliance with the City’s wildlife management policies.

J. PRESERVATION OF CULTURAL, HISTORIC, AND

ARCHEOLOGICAL RESOURCES

The existence of (or potential existence of) cultural, historic, or archeological resources on a
site, as determined in the pre-submission meeting with staff, should be referred to the HDC
and the MHT for a recommendation as to their cultural and historic significance to the area.
The final determination of the site’s legal designation as a historic district is made by the
Mayor and Council through the Local Map Amendment process, which includes a public
hearing. Examples include dwellings, outbuildings, trees, cemeteries, neolithic and archaic
Indian sites, monuments, markers, boundary posts, toll roads, fords, mills, slave quarters,
wells, graves, etc.

K. NOISE ABATEMENT
There are two basic noise-related conditions that are of concern in the development review
process. The first is a noise condition emanating from an individual source or from a
proposed use on a single parcel. This condition is currently controlled by the Montgomery
County Noise Control Ordinance, which applies within the city. Noise emanating
from a proposed use under review must adhere to the noise level restrictions of the Noise
Control Ordinance in effect at the time of development review.

The second is a noise-existing condition emanating from public or quasi-public facilities
such as highways, arterial roads, and railroads. The impact from those sources of noise
pollution remains largely uncontrolled at present, in spite of their widespread impacts. The
purpose of this section 